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March 3, 2010

Senator Pat Krietlow, Chair

Senate Committee on Rural Issues, Biofuels and Information Technology
10 South, State Capitol

PO Box 7882

Madison, WI 53707-7882

Dear Senator Krietlow and Members of the Committee;

On behalf of the members of the Wisconsin Newspaper Association (WNA), I
thank you for the opportunity today to provide testimony on 2009 Senate Bill 276.
WNA is opposed to this bill because it would deptive citizens of an element of
public notice that has proven its value over history. At the same time, we question
whether the need for this provision has been demonstrated. Has it been
determined how many of the municipal jutisdictions with a functioning Web site
now post agendas of upcoming meetings? And, would this requirement serve as a
mandated disincentive for a local unit of government considering such a site? And,
would one mandate lead to a second and a thitd of required content? It doesn’t
seem those questions have been adequately addressed.

But our ptimary opposition stems from its implications for the entirety of
Wisconsin’s framework for notifying the public of government and legal issues that
affect cach and every citizen of our state. The paramount issue at hand is keeping
government accountable to citizens and taxpayets. The section of Wisconsin law
SB 276 seeks to change is rooted in the public notice requitements required of
town governments. As the honorable members of this committee undesstand,
there are various requirements for public notice in the statutes that pertain to
towns, villages, cities, counties and school districts, among other entities. Those
requirements are based on the information to be shared publicly and the means
available to the local government to do so. Many of these requirements are
predicated on whether a newspaper is published in that particular municipality or
jurisdiction. ’

Town governments are required to post public notice in at least three places in the
town likely to give notice to the public. This particular requirement for posting a
public notice out among citizens is because newspapers usually are published in a
larger community such as a village or city rather than within a town’s jurisdiction.
Although some town officials might say that this posting requirement is somewhat
of a nuisance, for decades it has worked well for Wisconsin towns.
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The provision of SB 541 to reduce the requirement of three public posting sites to only two
is a trade-off for towns to use their Web sites — which we would think they should be doing

“etther on their own thoughtful initiative or at the request of their constituents. Imposing a
new state law on a local government information mattet is excessive. On the other side of
the coin, we are aware that some town officers would say that maintaining the three public
posting sites is a2 nuisance. But towns have established posting sites that local citizens are
aware of and consult as a matter of coutse. Separately, we should note that no whete in this
state — or in this nation - is a public notice requitement based on convenience to the

governmental unit.

SB 276 envisions a shift of public notices to local government Internet sites as an efficiency
for government officers — yes, it likely would be efficient for those entities that have the
infrastructure in place and the staff to maintain its site. Some people want you to believe that
the future of everything is the Internet — emphatically, that is not the case and patticulatly
not when it comes to citizen interaction with their governments. The truth is that

overnment operated Web sites don’t push notices out to anyone. While accessible to
everyone with a computer, they notify no one. -

We urge the committee to reject this proposal.

Siﬁcetely,

148

Peter D. Fox
Executive Director



